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350 Reviews of Books 

him to agree to this, and that finally the czar accepted freely a proposi- 
tion advanced by Napoleon as intended especially to establish a barrier 
state between the French and Russian empires. " Le Duche devait 
etre en somme l'oeuvre d'un compromis, le resultat des divergences 
d'interets dynastiques et d'actualites diplomatiques, mais la paternite de 
cette creation devait revenir a Napoleon et a personne d'autre" (p. 132). 
The study concludes with a careful examination of the organization 
of the Grand Duchy under " une forme politique absolument nouvelle " ; 
the force of this description is not manifest, as on the author's own 
showing it was simply an imitation of the Napoleonic combination of 
autocratic monarchy and parliamentary forms. It is perhaps to be 
regretted that M. Handelsman did not undertake his study more from 
the same point of view as M. Conard, as in that case he would prob- 
ably have developed more thoroughly the Polish material (the work 
was done almost wholly in the French archives and the Polish material 
cited has the appearance of being fragmentary), and have been led to the 
later administrative history of the Grand Duchy of Warsaw. This 
difference of point of view in these cases is as instructive as the dif- 
ference of method, and these treatises might perhaps well serve as an 
object lesson for those entrusted with the direction of youthful research 
in the field of history. Victor Coffin. 

Napoleon et le Roi Murat, 1808-1813. Par Albert Espitalier. 
(Paris: Perrin et Cie. 1910. Pp. vi, 519.) 

This book is an exposition of personality rather than of events. 
Four causes have produced, during the past fifteen years, a considerable 
literature upon Murat, his wife, his kingdom, and his execution. As a 
matter of family pride, his descendants are publishing his correspon- 
dence, which the fourth volume brings down to 1806; and they have 
sought to clear his reputation in Murat, Lieutenant de I'Empereur en 
Espagne (reviewed in this journal, III. 363). The interest in the fam- 
ily of Napoleon has brought Murat and his wife within the scope of the 
investigations of Napoleonic scholars like Masson and Baron Lum- 
"broso, and of more popular writers like Turquan. The psychological 
and tragic interest in his abandonment of Napoleon, his relations with 
Austria, and his execution at Pizzo in 181 5 has added works by Sasse- 
nay, Schirmer, Weil, and Lumbroso to the older ones on the same sub- 
ject. Finally, the interest in the history of the Risorgimento has at- 
tracted Italian writers, and has produced the only important work in 
English since the translation of Colletta's well-known history of Naples, 
namely, Professor R. M. Johnston's Napoleonic Empire in Southern 
Italy and the Rise of the Secret Societies (2 vols., 1904). There also 
have been published memoirs or biographies of several of the soldiers 
and officials associated with Murat in Naples. Not a few articles have 
appeared in historical periodicals, and during the past year M. Vandal 
has been contributing " Le Roi et la Reine de Naples " to the Revue des 
Deux Mondes. 
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The present volume is apparently the first venture of the author. 
It is well written and has abundant citations of authorities, though too 
often the precise reference to page or date is lacking. Acknowledg- 
ments are made to earlier writers, especially to Weil; but more notable 
is the use of many documents from the archives in Paris, Naples, Vienna, 
and London, and the collections of the Societa Napolitana di Storia 
Patria. 

As the title indicates, M. Espitalier studies Murat from the angle of 
his relations with Napoleon. He regards Murat, as he thinks Napoleon 
did, and as historians have been too wont to do, as merely a successful 
soldier destitute of political sense; and as a Frenchman, he sees in 
Murat's interest in Italian unity only the desperate resort of a disap- 
pointed ambition, a treason to Napoleon, or rather to France in the 
hour of need. Napoleonic in sentiments and point of view, he sees no 
possibility of a definite, let alone an honorable, policy on the part of 
Murat. For him, the ultimate sin blackens the whole life. 

The ethics of every-day life fail to explain Murat. He was an 
adventurer in an age of glorified adventurers. Bonaparte's remarkable 
rise to imperial power turned the heads, not only of his brothers and sis- 
ters, but also of his comrades in arms. They aspired to independent 
position, overlooking their vast indebtedness to their great brother and 
general; but Bernadotte alone realized his ingrate ambition. Napoleon, 
in the words of Berthier, bade Joseph, Louis, Jerome, and Joachim: 
" Pour vos sujets soyez roi, pour l'Empereur soyez un vice-roi." Napo- 
leon's cosmopolitanism never sensed the spirit of nationality, but Lows 
and Joseph and Murat each caught something of the spirit of the peo- 
ples they were set to rule, even as Bernadotte did in Sweden. Murat 
had, as brilliant cavalry officer and as brother-in-law, a double claim 
upon Napoleon. He and his ambitious and intriguing wife, Caroline, 
had cause to feel badly rewarded with Naples when they saw the in- 
consequential Joseph supplant him in Spain. Napoleon never considered 
the interests of the subkingdoms apart from his own; Murat gave pri- 
ority to the welfare of Naples — obviously base disloyalty to the emperor. 
Later, when he saw the power of his brother-in-law crumble, Murat 
shrewdly grasped the opportunity to gratify his thwarted ambitions by 
identifying himself with the spirit of Italian nationality. Had he 
merely sought Italian unity under his sway, without turning upon his 
benefactor and without intriguing with the foes of his native land, 
Murat might be understood and pardoned. Contempt or, at best, pity 
is, however, the lot of this interesting but puzzling comrade and brother- 
in-law of the arch-adventurer, Napoleon Bonaparte. 

George M. Dutcher. 

77 Risorgimento Italiano. Conferenze del Prof. Costanzo Rinaudo. 
(Turin: Olivero e C. 1909. Pp.830.) 

This may be described as a topical rather than as a narrative history 
of the Risorgimento. It consists of forty-four lectures delivered by 



